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For the New-England Telegraph. 
Tue Doctrine or REpROBATION. 


Tue doctrine of reprobation has long been a subject of dispute 
in the theological world. Some have denied its truth; others have 
admitted its truth, but denied its utility; and others, again, have 
admitted that the doctrine is found in the Bible, but affirmed that it 
cannot be made to appear consistent with the Divine perfections. - 

If however, the doctrine of reprobation is found to be taught in 
the Bible, we must, if we believe the Bible, admit, that it is true, 
profitable, and consistent with the character of God. ‘ All Scripture 
is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for 
reproof, for correction and instruction in righteousness.” It is, 
then, a matter of great importance, to examine seriously and candidly 
into both its truth and consistency; and, in doing this, it is equally 
important to attend to what-God has revealed in the Scriptures of 
truth. If God has formed any purpose respecting the destruction of 
the wicked, we might reasonably expect he would reveal that purpose 
in the Bible. ‘* To the law and to the testimony: if they speak not 
according to this word, it is because ‘there is no light in them.” 

Now, if we search the scriptures, we shall surely find, that God - 
* has clearly and repeatedly revealed his purpose to destroy all the 
finally impenitent. When he promised the land of Canaan to 
Abraham for his posterity, he said unto him, ‘“ Know of a surety, 
that thy seed shall be a stranger in a land that is not their’s, and 
shall serve them; and they shall afflict them four hundred years. 
And also that nation whom they shall serve will I judge,” that is 
destroy. Here God not only revealed his purpose to Abraham, 
concerning his posterity, that theyshould be in bondage four hundred 
years ; but also that, at the close of this period, he would destroy the 
Egyptians for the deliverance ‘of Israel. Accordingly, when the 
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time drew near for theif deliverance, he said unto Pharaoh, “1 will 
at this time send all my plegues upon tlrine heart, and upon thy 
servants, and upon thy people: that thou mayest know that there is 
none like me in all the earth. For now will I stretch out my hand 
that I may smite thee and thy people with pestilence; and thou 
shalt be cut off from the earth. And in very deed for this cause 
have I raised thee up.’”” Here we have the express declaration of 
God, that he would destroy Pharaoh, and that he had raised him up 
for this very purpose. Accordingly God commanded Moses to go 
in unto Pharaoh, and demand the release of the children of Israel; 
and said unto him, “I will harden Pharach’s heart, and multiply my 
signs and wonders in the land of Egypt. But Pharaoh shal! not heark- 
en unto you, that Imay lay my hand upon Egypt, and bring forth 
mine armies, and my people the children of Israel out of the land of 
Egypt, by great judgments.” Ged told Moses, not less than ten 
or twelve times, that he had hardened Pharaoh’s heart, and that he 
would harden it, that he snould not let the people go. Just before 
Pharaoh pursued Israel into the Red Sea, “The Lord spake unto 
Moses, saying, Speak unto the children of israel, that they turn and 
encamp before Pihahiroth between Migdol and the Sea ; over against 
Baal-zephon. And I will harden Pharaoh’s heart, that he shall 
follow after them, and I wili be horored upon Pharaoh, and upon 
all his host; that the Egyptians may know that I am the Lord. 
And the Lord hardened the heart of Pharaoh king of Egypt, and 
he pursued after the children of Israel. And the Lord spake unto 
Moses, Wherefore criesi thou unto me? Speak unto the children 
of Israel, that they zo forward. But lift thou up thy rod, and stretch 
out thine hand over ihe sea, and divide it ; and the children of Israel 
shall go on dry ground through the midst of the sea. And I, 
behold, I will harden the heart of the Egyptians, and they shall 
follow them: and I will get me honor upon Pharaoh, and upon all his 
host, upon his chariets, and upon his horsemen. And the Egyptians 
shall know that I am the Lord, when I have gotten me honor upon 
Pharaoh, and upon his chariots, and upon his horsemen.” Of Sihon 
king of Heshbon it was said to the children of Israel, that he 
“ would not let us pass by him: for the Lord thy God hardened his 
spirit, and made his heart obstinate, that he might deliver him into 
thy hand, as appeareth this day.” When the sons of Eli were 
reproved for their wickedness, it is said, ‘“‘ Notwithstanding they 
hearkened not to the voice of their father, because the Lord would 
slay them.” By the mouth of the Psalmist God says, ‘‘ When the 
wicked spring as the grass, and when all the workers of iniquity do 
flourish : it is that they shall be destroyed forever.” Concerning 
God’s purpose to destroy Absalom, it is writen, “‘ For the Lord had 
appointed to defeat the good counsel of Ahithophel, to the intent 
that he might bring evil upon Absalom.” When God by the mouth 
of his prophet revealed his purpose to overthrow Ahab, he said unto 
him, “ Now therefore, behold, the Lord hath put a lying spirit in 
the mouth of these thy prophets, and the Lord hath spoken evil 
concerning thee.” In another place it is written, ‘‘ The Lord hath 
made all things for himself: yea, even the wicked for the day of 
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evil.’ Concerning the rebellious Israelites Gad says by the mouth 
of his prophet, “ But the word of the Lord was unto them precept 
upon precept, precept upon precept; line upon line, line upon line; 
here a little and there a little, that they might go and fall backward, 
and be broken, and snared, and taken.” Our Lord Jesus Christ 
said, ‘‘ For judgment I am come into the world ; that they who see 
not might see, and that they who see might be made blind.” Again, 
it is written of him, “ In that hour Jesus rejoiced in spirit and said, 
I thank thee, O Father, Uord of heaven and earth, because thou 
hast hid these things from the wise and prudent, and hast revealed 
them unto babes; even so, Father, for soit seemed good in thy 
sight.” Speaking of ihe unbelieving Jews, in the days of our Savior, 
it is said, “‘ Therefore they could not believe, because Esaias had 
said again, He hath blinded their eyes, and hardened their heart, 
that tuey should not see with their eyes, nor understand with their 
heart, and be converted, and I shon!d heal them.’’ In his epistle 
to the Romans Paul writes, “ For the scripture saith unto Pharaoh, 
Even for this same purpose have I raised thee up, that I might show 
my power in thee, aad that my name might be declared throughout 
ali the earth. Therefore hath he mercy on whom he will have 
mercy, and whom he will he hardeneth. Hath not the potter power 
over the clay of the same lump to make one vessel unto honor, and 
another unto dishonor? What, if God, willing to show his wrath, 
and make his power known, endured with much long-suffering, the 
vessels of wrath fitted to destruction?” Again, the same apostle, 
writing to Timothy, says, “Ina great house there are not only 
vessels of gold and silver; but also of wood and of earth; and some 
to honor and some to cishonor.” The apostle Jude says to Christ- 
ians, “For there are certain men crept in unawares, who were 
before of old ordained unto this condemnation.” ‘The apostle Peter 
compares certain wicked men to “ natura! brute beasts, made to be 
taken and destroyed.” Again he says to saints, concerning the 
Savior, ‘‘ Unto you therefore who believe, he is precious: but unto 
them who be disobedient, the stone which the builders disallowed, 
the same is made the head of the corner, and a stone of stumbling, 
and rock of offense, even io them who stumble at the word, being 
disobedient, whereunto also they were appointed.” We have, 
therefore, the explicit testimony of God himself, respecting his own 
purpose to destroy all those persons who were not given to Christ in 
the covenant of redemption. 

The decree of election implies the decree of reprobation. This 
is a matter of course. Those who elect or choose one object in 
preference to another, must necessarily and voluntarily reject the 
the object which they do not choose. ‘Those who elect one man, 
in preference |to,others, to a certain office, must necessarily choose, 
on the whole, that others should not sustain that particular office. 
Those who elect, or choose to eat of one kind of fruit in preference 
to another,must necessarily seject that kind,which they do not choose. 
It is evident, therefore, that the doctrine of election must necessarily 
imply the doctrine of reprobation. If God chooses,on the whole,that a 
certain part of mankind should be saved; then he must also choose on 
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the whole, that a certain part of mankind should be lost. This senti- 
ment is agreeable to the scriptures,which invariably represent the doc- 
trine of reprobation as an exact counterpart to the doctrine of election. 
When God is represented as electing Abel, he is represented as 
reprobating Cain. When he is represented as elécting the nation of 
Israel for his peculiar people, he is represented as reprobating the 
nations of the earth. When he is represented as electing any part 
of mankind unto salvation, he is represented as reprobating others 
to destruction. Hence the apostle says, ‘“‘ Therefore hath he mercy 
on whom he will have mercy, and whom he will he hardeneth.” 
He declares concerning Jacob and Esau, that the purpose of God 
according to election might stand, it was said unto Rebecca, 
** The elder shall serve the younger: as it is written, Jacob have I 
loved, but Esau have I hated.” Again, speaking of the salvation 
of God’s people, in distinction from others, he says, “‘ But the elec- 
tion hath obtained jt, and the rest were blinded.” 

That God has decreed, that a certain part of mankind shall be 
destroyed, is evident from his foreknowledge. That God foreknew 
from eternity every future event, cannot be denied, without denying 
the essential perfections of his nature. Hence it is written, ‘‘ Known 
unto God are all his works from the beginning of the world.” God 
himself declares, “‘ I am God, and there is none else; I am God, 
and there is none like me; declaring the end from the beginning, 
and from ancient times the things that are not yet done, saying, 
My counsel shall stand and I will do all my pleasure.” We may, 
therefore, as well deny the divine existence, as the divine foreknowl- 
edge. But if God foreknew all things from eternity; then he must 
have foreknown from eternity, just what number and what persons 
will finally perish. Accordingly God foretold the destruction of 
Pharaoh, and Ahab, and Judas, and a multitude of other reprobates. 
But, if God foreknew from eternity what number and what persons 
would be destroyed; then he must have determined from eternity 
what number and what persons should be destroyed. 'That which is 
uncertain cannot be foreknown. The divine foreknowledge always 
rests upon the divine decree. It was impossible for God to fore- 
know what would take place, unless he had fore-determined what 
should take place. If therefore, God knew from eternity what part 
of mankind would be destroyed; then he must have determined from 
eternity what part of mankind should be destroyed. 

It is absolutely certain, from what is revealed in the word of God, 
that some of mankind will be destroyed with everlasting destruction. 
Such passages as the following are sufficiently explicit to set the 
truth of this sentiment forever at rest. ‘‘ The Lord trieth the right- 
eous ; but the wicked, and him that loveth violence, his sou! hateth. 
Upon the wicked he shall rain snares, fire, and brimstone, and a 
horrible tempest: this shall be the portion of their cup. Woe unto 
the wicked, it shall be ill with him: for the reward of his hands 
shall be given him. The wicked shall be turned into hell, and all 
the nations that forget God. Many of them that sleep in the dust 
of the earth shall awake: some to everlasting life, and some to shame 
and everlasting contempt. ‘Then shall he say unto them on the left 
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hand, Depart from me, ye cursed, into everlasting fire, prepared for 
the devil and his angels. And these shall go away into everlasting 
punishment. Whosoever speaketh a word against the Holy Ghost, 
it shall not be forgiven him, neither in this world, neither in the 
world to come. Wo unto that man by whom the Son of man is 
betrayed : It had been good for that man, if he had not been born. 
The Lord Jesus Christ shall be revealed from heaven with his 
mighty angels, in flaming fire, taking vengence on them that know 
not God, and that obey not the gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ : 
who shall be punished with everlasting destruction from the presence 
of the Lord, and from the glory of his power. And for this 
cause God shall send them strong delusion, that they should believe 
a lie: that they all might be damned who believed not the truth, 
but had pleasure in unrighteousness. Let both grow together until 
the harvest; and in the time of the harvest I will say tothe reapers, 
Gather ye together first the tares, and bind them in bundles to burn 
them: but gather the wheat into my barn. As therefore, the tares 
are gathered and burned in the fire; so shall it be in the end of the 
world. ‘The Son of man shall send forth his angels, and they shall 
gather out of his kingdom all things that offend, and them which do 
iniquity ; and shall cast them into a furnace of fire: there shall be 
wailing and gnashing of teeth. And the devil that deceived them 
was cast into the lake of fire and brimstone, where the beast and 
the false prophet are, and shall be tormented day and night forever 
and ever. The same shall drink of the wine of the wrath of God, 
which is poured out without mixture into the cup of his indignation : 
and he shall be tormented with fire and brimstone in the presence 
of his holy angels, and in the presence of the Lamb: And the smoke 
of their torment ascendeth up forever and ever; and they have no 
rest day nor night. And death and hell were cast into the lake of 
fire: this is the second death. And whosoever was not found 
written in the book of life was cast into the lake of fire.” Unless 
we doubt the declarations of Him who cannot lie, therefore, we 
cannot doubt, that many of mankind will “be punished with ever- 
lasting destruction, from the presence of the Lord, and from the 
giory of his power.” But can we suppose that God will destroy 
those whom he never intended to destroy? Can we suppose, that 
God will act without design, in turning the wickéd into hell, and 
punishing them with everlasting destruction? Is the everlasting 
destruction of immortal souls of so little importance, that God has 
formed no purpose respecting their destruction? But if we cannot 
suppose that God would act without design in a matter of such infin- 
ite importance; then we must necessarily conclude, that he has, 
from eternity, decreed the destruction of all those who will finally 
perish. 

We are also assured in the scriptures; that some of mankind 
have already been destroyed. Weare informed, that God destroyed 
the inhabitants of the old world, whom the apostle Peter denominates 
“the spirits in prison.” The apostle James declares, that God, in 
“‘ turning the cities of Sodom and Gormorrah into ashes, condemned 
them with an overthrow, to suffer the vengeance of eternal fire.” 
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We also have the assurance, that God destroyed Pharaoh and his 
host, when he overthrew them in the Red Sea. They are repeatedly 
spoken of by more than one of the sacred writers, as inhabiting the 
world of hell. God destroyed Korah and his company; and it was 
said of them, before they were cut off, that they should ‘‘ go down 
quick into hell.” God destroyed many other of the unbelieving and 
rebellious Israelites; for it is said, “‘ He sware in his wrath, that 
they should never enter into his rest.” He gave unequivocal testi- 
mony that he destroyed Judas. He was called, “the Son of 
perdition ;” and went to his own place; and our Savior said it 
would have been good for him, if he had never been born. There 
were many others of the Jews, who also rejected Christ, and perished 
in their sins. Christ told them plainly, “If ye believe not that I 
am he ye shall die in your sins.”” There were some of them, who 
actually committed the sin against the Holy Ghost, which Christ 
declared should never be forgiven, either in this world or in the 
world to come. Now God actually foretold the destruction of all 
these, and many other persons, who are represented as having gone 
to perdition. He foretold the destruction of the old world ; of the 
inhabitants of Sodom and Gomorrah; of Pharach and the Egyptians ; 
of the rebellious Israelites; of the seven nations of Canaan; of 
the sons of Eli; of Ahab; of Judas; and of the unbelieving Jews. 
But God cannot foretell what he has not decreed shall come to pass. 
He cannot foreknow, what he has not determined. ‘The certainty, 
therefore, that God has destroyed some of mankind, renders it 
demonstrably true, that he has, from eternity, decreed, that a part 
of mankind shall be destroyed. ‘‘ Wherefore also it is contained in 
the scripture, Behold, I lay in Sion a chief corner-stone,elect,precious ; 
and he that believeth on him shall not be confounded. Unto you 
therefore who believe, he is precious; but unto them who be diso- 
bedient, the stone which the builders disallowed, the same is made 
the Head of the corner, and a Stone of stumbling, and a Rock of 
offense, even to them who stumble at the word, being disobedient ; 
whereunto also they were appointed.” 

I now proceed to inquire, why God has decreed, that’ a part of 
mankind shall be destroyed? God has not decreed that a certain 
part of mankind shall be destroyed, because they are more wicked 
than those whom he has elected unto salvation. Many of those, 
whom God has elected, converted, and already received to heaven, 
were doubtless more wicked, than some, whom he has reprobated, 
cut off, and destroyed. Many of those, who have been converted 
and saved under the light of the gospel, have certainly been guilty 
of much more aggravated sins, than the heathen, who have never 
heard of a Savior, and who perish for lack of vision. We have no 
reason to believe, that Ahab, who was reprobated and destroyed, 
was any greater sinner than Manasseh, who was elected, converted, 
and saved. They were both prodigies in wickedness; both were 
guilty of shedding innocent blood ; and one appeared as obstinately 
bent on wickedness as the other. But still, one was saved, and the 
other was destroyed. We have no reason to believe that the thief 
on the cross, who perished in his sins, had been any more vile, than 
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the one who was converted, and received that day into” paradise. 
Nor have we any reason to believe that many of the reprobate Je@s, 
were any more wicked, than Saul of Tarsus ; for he declares himself 
to be the chief of sinners. Yet he was made a monument of 
distinguishing grace, while they were made monuments of divine 
justice. We see many converted at the present day, who were © 
among the most vile and obstinate transgressors ; while many others, 
who like the young man in the gospel, have ezternally kept all the 
commandments from their youth up, die in a state of impenitence, 
and launch into the world of spirits without the consolations of 
religion. It cannot be, therefore, that God has appointed some of 
mankind to wrath, because they are more wicked than others, whom 
he has elected unto sa:vation. Nor has God decreed that a part of 
mankind shall be destroyed, because they are any more unwilling 
to be saved, than these, whom he has elected unto salvation. All 
mankind are naturally unwilling to embrace the gospel. Christ 
said to the unbelieving Jews, “‘ Ye will not come unto me that ye 
might have life.” The elect, as well as the non-elect, are repre- 
sented as unwilling to be saved, until God makes them willing in the 
day of his power. From what is related in the scriptures, we have 
reason to believe, that many of the elect have been actually more op- 
posed to the gospel of Christ, than many of the reprobate. From the 
account we have of Paul before his conversion, we have reason to 
believe, that he was much more violently opposed to the gospel 
system than the young man who came to Christ to inquire what he 
might do to inherit eternal life. But the heart of Paul was subdued 
by special grace ; while the young man went away serrowful from 
the presence of Christ, and doubtless perished in his selfishness. 
God has not, therefore, reprobated the non-elect, because they more 
obstinately reject the gospel, than those whom he has chosen unto 
salvation. Nor has God decreed that a part of mankind shall be 
destroyed, because he is unable to subdue their hearts, and cause 
them to embrace the gospel of Christ. He that subdued the heart 
of Manasseh, and Mary Magdalene, and Saul of Tarsus, was 
certainly able to subdue the heart of Pharaoh, and Ahab, and Judas 
Iscariot. It is just as easy for the Holy Spirit to make the non-elect 
willing in the day of his power, as to make the elect willing in the 
day of his power, “ The ding’s heart is in the hand of the Lord, as 
the rivers of water; he turneth it whithersoever he will.’ God 
might, therefore, if he pleased, renew and sanctify the reprobate, 
as well as the elect; and hence has not appointed them to wrath, 
because he was unable to subdue their hearts, and prepare them for 
heaven. Nor has God decreed that a certain part of mankind shall 
be destroyed, because the provision of the gospel is not sufficient 
for their salvation. The atonement of Christ is sufficient for every 
sinner of the human family. It required precisely the same atone- 
ment for God to save an individual sinner, that it would for him to 
save all mankind. It is moreover declared in the scriptures, that 
Christ “ tasted death for every man,” that “he is the propitiation 
for our sins, and not for ours only, but also for the sins of the whole 
world.” The provision of the gospel therefore, is amply sufficient 
for the nor-elect, as well as for the elect. 





74 THE DOCTRINE OF REPROBATION. [Mar. 





God has not decreed that a part of mankind should be destroyed, 
because their salvation is not, in itself, as desirable, as the salvation 
of the elect. We can see no reason why the souls of the reprobate 
are not as valuable as the souls of the elect. We cannot see why | 
the reprobate are not capable of being as holy and happy, as the 
elect. No reason can be given why the soul of Cain was not as 
valuable as the soul of Abel; or the soul of Esau as the soul of 
Jacob ; or the soul of Pharaoh as the soul of Moses; or the soul of 
Ahab as the soul of Manasseh ; or the soul of Judas Iscariot, as the 
soul-of Saul of Tarsus. We cannot conceive therefore, that God 
has decreed the destruction of a part of mankind, because their 
salvation is not, in itself, as desirable, as the salvation of the elect. 
Nor has God decreed the destruction of the reprobate because he 
does not, in itself considered, desire the salvation of every individual. 
God does, in itself considered, as ardently desire the salvation of 
those whom he will destroy, as those whom he will save. He calls 
upon every sinner under the light of the gospel, to turn and live; 
and gives this as a reason ; “I have no pleasure in the death of him 
that dieth.” He said concerning the reprobate Jews, “‘ How shall I 
give thee up, Ephraim? How shall I deliver thee, Israel? How 
shall I make thee as Admah? How shall [ set thee as Zeboim ? 
Mine heart is turned within me ; my repentings are kindled togeth- 
er.’ It is because God, in itself considered, greatly desires the 
salvation of all mankind, that he says, “‘ Ho, every one that thirsteth, 
come ye to the waters! and whosoever will, let him take of the 
water of life freely.” God therefore, in itself considered, certainly 
desires the salvation of the reprobate, as well as of the elect. 

But, God has decreed the destruction of the reprobate, because it 
is most for his own glory, that a part of mankind should be destroyed. 
He gives this general reason for the reprobation of Pharaoh. He 
told Pharaoh to his face, “‘ For I will at this time send all my plagues 
upon thine heart, and upon thy servants, and upon thy people: that 
thou mayest know that there is none like me in all the earth. For 
now I will stretch out my hand, that I may smite thee and thy people 
with pestilence ; and thou shalt be cut off from the earth. And in 
very deed for this cause have I raised thee up, for to show in thee 
my power; and that my name might be declared throughout all the 
earth.” For God to show his power, and proclaim his name, that 
is, display his own glory, is the highest, and noblest, and most 
important end which can be answered in the existence of his rational 
creatures. Hence the apostle quotes this very instance of Pharaoh, 
to justify God in the reprobation of all the finally impenitent. ‘“ For 
the scripture saith unto Pharaoh, Even for this same purpose have 
I raised thee up, that I might show my power in thee, and that my 
name might be declared throughout all the earth.” Therefore, 
that is for this for this same reason, “‘ hath he mercy on whom he 
will have mercy, and whom he will he hardeneth.” ‘“ What if God, 
willing to show his wrath and make his power known, endured with 
much long suffering, the vessels of wrath fitted for destruction?” It 
appears, then, from Gods own words, that he has decreed the destruc- 
tion of the non-elect, and hardens their hearts for this very reason, 
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because it is most for his own glory that a part of mankind should 
be formed into vessels of wrath, fitted to destruction. In the exist- 
ence and destruction of the reprobate, God displays his holy 
sovereignty, as well as his power. He shows tothe whole universe, 
that he has the supreme and sovereign right to bring into being just 
such persons, with just such moral characters, and for just such ends, 
as he pleases. 

In the destruction of the non-elect, God will- forever display his 
justice. He will forever treat the reprobate just as they deserve to 
be treated ; that is precisely according to their moral character. So 
he treated Pharaoh, and Ahab, and Judas; and so he will treat 
them forever. The display of his justice therefore, is one essential 
part of his own glory, which God promotes, and vindicates in the 
destruction of the wicked. 

The destruction of the reprobate also, will magnify the riches of 
divine and distinguishing grace. The elect might forget, that they 
were once the children of wrath, even as others, and that they will 
forever deserve eternal punishment, were it not for the continual 
exhibition of divine justice upon incorrigible sinners. But while 
they forever view themselves in contrast with those, who must 
forever remain the awful and deserving monuments of vindicative 
justice, each one must be constrained to say, “‘ By the grace of God 
{ am what Iam;” and all must unite in exclaiming, “‘ Not unto us, 
O Lord, not unto us, but unto thy name give glory, for thy mercy 
and thy truth’s sake.” MATHETES. 





For the New-England Telegraph. 
Repty to a CoNGREGATIONALIST. 


Mr. Eprror,—I hope I shall never close my eyes against any 
light which may be shed on a subject in debate by one who differs 
from me, or attempt to support unscriptural views, because [I had 
advanced them. I should not dare to advocate any sentiment which 
I was not satisfied was agreeable tothe Bible. For I know it would 
be displeasing to God. And I wish to be open to conviction, as it 
will certainly do no good to retain any error. But after a careful 
examination of what “ A Congregationalist” has written in reply to 
my communication, I have not the pleasure of acknowedging that 
I am convinced of any error in my former articles, or that he has 
shown from scripture the inconsistency of my viewson those points, 
wherein we differ. Could I perceive that he had done this, I 
should feel bound to bow to the authority of God’s word. Whether 
the fault is mine, your readers must judge. 

““C.” (which I shall use for “ A Congregationalist,” as shorter) 
is “ sorry that Beza should continue to hold that excommunication, 
in its scriptural sense, is a punishment inflicted by the church on 
disorderly members,” and thinks that ‘all who examine the original, 
{translated punishment 2 Cor.2: 6, which I quoted,) will agree that 
censure or rebuke was all the apostle intended by that expression.” 
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But in the Greek and English Lexicon of Robinson’s Walker, the 
original word is defined,“ A mulct, penalty, puni:iinent.” And 
will he say that Robinson and Walker had not examined the original ? 
But what is punishment? It is, I conceive, the penalty of the law, 
or an evil inflicted for a real, or supposed, or alledged offense. An 
unjust punishment is an evil inflicted for a supposed or alledged 
offense. It may consist in bodily pains or sufferings, fines, or the 
depriving of a person of some priviledge, or benefit. The civil gov- 
ernment punishes in all these ways. Persons are sometimes 
punished by being deprived of office, or some other privilege. And 
in this way only do the laws of Christ allow the members of his 
church to be punished, viz. by being excluded from the church, and 
deprived of all the privileges of membership. 

It is a great privilege to belong to a church of Christ, when it is 
what it ought to be. And he designed that it should be esteemed 
a privilege, and be a punishment to be deprived of it, or to be 
excluded from his church. If it were no privilege, to be deprived 
of it would indeed be no punishment. This is the penalty, which 
Christ has annexed to his law to be inflicted upon offending and 
incorrigible members. As king and Jawgiver of his church, which 
is his kingdom in the world, he has given Jaws, not only as the rule 
of conduct of individual members, but for the direction and govern- 
ment of the body, especially in relation to offenders. The law on 
this point is given in Matt. 18: 15—17, and repeated several times 
by Paul. And the penalty for persevering transgression is exclusion 
from the church, which, I presume, every one who has read 
Origin’s Lamentations will be convinced that he felt to be a punish- 
ment. 

But “ C.” wishes me to give my “ definition” of excommunication. 
I am willing to adopt Buck’s definition as quoted by him—* the 
church proceeds to exclude the offender from among them by signi- 
fying their judgment, or opinion that he is unworthy of a place in 
the house of God.” I suppose that the church should pass a vote 
of “exclusion,” and, to remove the scandal brought upon the church 
by his unchristian conduct, should “ signify their judgment,” which, 
so far as I have learned the praatice of Congregational churches 
in this country from history, or personal observation, has generally 
been before the congregation. But, as I have said that exclusion 
was the only punisnment which the church was authorized to 
inflict upon offenders, and have explicitly disapproved of those 
proceedings of churches on his “ ground,’ of which he so often 
complains, I thought it a little strange, that, in attempting to 
disprove the incorrectness of my views, he should bring forward 
those proceedings, and even the bulls of popes, and the anathemas 
of the Catholics. He did not surely suppose that I was pleading 
for any such punishments. 

The quotation which I made from ‘C.” as well as from ‘“ One 
of the accused,” I thought clearly implied that, if a member withdraw 
from the church, and signified his withdrawal, the church had 
nothing more to do with him. And this was my most serious 
objection to his views, and the reason that I could not see how the 
directions of Christ could be followed. For, if the church have 
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nothing more to do with him, I am “ not able to surmount the diffi- 
culty,” that the first, second, and third steps may be taken with him. 
And “C.” “surmounts” it by giving up the position which I sup- 
posed he took, that the church had nothing more to do with him, 
and admits that the “Church may endeavor to* gain him in the 
manner pointed out by Christ—and on failure of gaining him, pass 
a vote that he is no longer a member.” Here is indeed “no diffi- 
culty at all,” if he will adhere to the propriety of such a proceedure 
in the church. 

“C.” says [am “not borne out by the best expositors” in my 
views of 1 Cor. 5: 11. and2 Thess. 3: 14,15. Iam sensible of 
this, and feel that, when I differ, respecting any point, or the 
meaning of any text, from those who are vastly my superiors in 
knowledge and discernment, it becomes me to be diffident, and 
examine my views with great caution, and be willing to have them 
corrected, if erroneous. And if ‘‘C.” will remove a few difficulties 
which are in my mind, ‘‘he shall be my Magnus Apollo,” and I 
will acknowledge that my views are incorrect. If he will prove 
from scripture that a person who has been excluded from the 
church, is still ‘ within’’ it, 1. Cor. 5. 12, and yet to be “ put away” 
verse 13, or that the church isto “‘ judge them that are without,”’ as 
is every excommunicated person, or to treat such a person, and 
admonish him asa brother,” after he is, according to the direction 
of Christ, to be treated ‘‘ as a heathen man and a publican,” he will 
have removed my greatest objections to his views of these texts.— 
He thinks that the church is to labor with persons after they are 
excluded from it, and seems to take it for granted that Paul, in 
2 Thess. 3: 14, 15, directs to admonish such as “ brothers.”— 
But this appears to me manifestly contrary to the direction of Christ 
in Matt. 18. He directs the edmonition to be given before the third 
step, and gives not the least intimation that he is after that to be 
admonished as a brother, but expressly directs that he should be 
treated, not as a brother, but “as a heathen man and a publican.” 
And did Paul give a contrary direction, and require that all the 
attempts to “ gain’ him should be made after he is excluded from 
the church? For according to the views which I am opposing he 
directs to no previous !abor, or admonition to gain the offender, but 
all the brotherly admonition which he requires is to be given after 
he ceases to be a brother. I can see no impropriety in withdrawing 
all familiar intercourse from known offenders, as those whom the 
apostle mentions were, before a “ vote of censure has been passed.” 
And if “C.” had proved, as well as asserted, that it would be “ un- 
justifiable by the laws of God and man,” and would not be as well 
calculated to make them “ashamed,” before as after their exclusion, 
I ought certainly to yield the point. 

If by the church’s withdrawing from an offender “C.” means 
that, after ineffectual labor to gain him, she should, as he says, 
“vote that he is no longer a member,” and according to Buck 
exclude him,” I should not object to his views. But if these are 
his views, why is he so unwilling to admit the obvious meaning 
of the apostle’s words, when, speaking of an offender, he gives a com- 
mand to “reject an heretic,” to “purge out the old leaven,” and to 
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“ put away from them that wicked person?” Do these expressions 
naturally convey the idea that the church must “separate itse/f from 
all such as walk disorderly?” And does separating itse/f from them 
imply a vote of “exclusion?” But on the last passage from 1 Cor. 
5: 13, “CC.” say$, easgers sevres “take away from yourselves”— 
or be ye withdrawn, or separated from that wicked person.” But 
do the words convey such an idea? ‘“’Egagsirs tiv aovngiy &% ipay 
aura.” Literally, ‘ take away the wicked person from yourselves.” 
I was grieved that so worthy a person as “‘C.” should adopt such a 
method to maintain a favorite point. ‘“C.” says, that “the word 
excommunication is not to be found in the Bible, but is of Popish 
origin.” Was not the word in use in the primitive church, before 
the rise of Popery? It has been generally used by Congregationalisis 
from the first settlement of New England. And if it is not to be 
found in the Bible, so neither is trinity, total depravity, disinterested 
benevolence, divine sovereignty, natural and moral inability, free 
agency, divine agency, &c. But “C.” would not on that account 
think it improper touse them. We shall not remove evils from our 
churches, by laying aside particular terms, but by promoting the 
spirit of Christ, which every one ought to labor to do by example 
and precept, and all other suitable means. ‘“ C.’’ thinks I have “ not 
yet viewed the whole ground.’’ It has been, I should suppose, 
pretty fully painted, and in very glowing, and somewhat terrific, 
colors. And I should think it vantage “ground,” on which for 
Christians to display the faith, patience, meekness, humility and 
devotedness to their blessed Master, which would powerfully recom- 
mend religion and which “all their adversaries could not gainsay 
or resist.” And I would recommend to those who stand on this 
‘“‘ ground” to ponder well such passages as these: “‘ And who is he 
that will harm you, if ye be followers of that which is good? But 
and if ye suffer for righteousness’ sake, happy are ye; and be not 
afraid of their terror, neither be troubled. For so is the will of 
God, that with well doing ye may put to silence the ignorance of 
foolish men. For this is thankworthy, if a man for conscience 
toward God endure grief, suffering wrongfully. Ifye be reproached 
for the name of Christ, happy are ye; for the Spirit of glory and of 
God resteth upon you. But let none of you suffer as an evil doer. 
Blessed are ye when men shall revile you, and persecute you, and 
shall say all manner of evil against you falsely, for my sake. Re- 
joice and be exceeding glad; for great is your reward in heaven.” 
See also Isa. 51: 12, 13. 

“C.” thinks “ that Congregationalism cannot be maintained in 
its purity, nor true Christian liberty enjoyed at all without admitting 
that, when a church member feels it to be his duty to leave his 
church and join a sister church which will receive him he himself 
must be sole judge, whether it is his duty so to do or not.” But 
why not? I have admitted that churches cannot bind the consciences 
of their members, and that they may withdraw without the consent 
ofthe church. But to prevent precipitancy in members, and their 
acting from wrong feelings, or mistaken views of duty, I thought 
they ought to seek the advice of a council, or of judicious individuals. 
And could they not always obtain such advice , If a person gives 
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**C.” good reasons for leaving his church, and joining another, 
would not “CC.” advise him to do it? But is there no danger that 
private members as well as churches, will be “excited,” and act 
precipitately, and from improper motives? If the church of Sardis, 
which had a name to live and was dead, were now in New England, 
would not many “ feel” that those members who had “ not defiled 
their garments” ought to leave it and join another church, lest they 
should be defiled? And yet the great Head of the church did not 
feel so, but directed them to “‘ strengthen the things which remained, 
that were ready to die.” - And he did not direct his people to come 
out of mystical Babylon till she was declared to be the ‘‘ mother of 
harlots,” or irreclaimably corrupt. See Rev. 17: 5, and 18, 4. 

It is a solemn thing for members to leave a Church with which 
they are in covenant, and ought to be done with great caution, 
careful examination, and much prayer, and in the fear of God. And 
with such views and feelings, they will be afraid of doing wrong, 
and will be glad to seek advice. And they may sometimes be 
convinced that what they feel to be their duty is not their duty. 
But if they are not convinced, they must act agreeably to the dictates © 
of their own conscience. 

Probably some will think [ am not a very orthodox Congregation- 
alist. But if my Congregationalism is not scriptural and any one 
will show it, I hope I shall be willing toembrace a more orthodox 
system. I have felt much concern, lest some things which have 
been published should encourage a too hasty wihdrawing of mem- 
bers from churches, without a due sense of their awful responsibility, 
and relax the wholesome discipline of the churches. I believe this 
discipline is now greatly neglected, and that it needs to be revived 
to insure returning mercy. The revival of discipline has often 
prepared the way for a revival of religion. In an account of a 
revival of religion in Springfield, Vt., a few months since, written 
by the pastor, D. O. Morton, he says, “ we endeavored to prepare 
the way of the Lord, by special attention to discipline ; and while 
two or three wanderers were reclaimed, several were excluded 
from the fellowship of the church.” Beza. 





Morat Preacuine. A venerable Calvinistic divine in New 
England, was complained of by some of his people for preaching 
too long upon, what they called, abstruse doctrines. ‘They wanted 
to hear sermons upon morality. ‘The preacher soon after, in the 
course of his public instructions, gave a connected and extensive 
view of Christian morality, doubtless taking our Savior’s discourses 
as a model. The same set of people now complained worse than 
they had done before. The divine law was represented as so strict 
and comprehensive, and its penalties as so awful, that they could 
not endure the conclusions which their conciences formed> Such 
an event is by no means uncommon.—Panopilist. 


Every thing we do or say should be immediately tried by a little 
court within our own breasts. Our motives should be examined, 
and decision made on the spot.—Payson. 
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For the New-England Telegraph. 
Apvice To THE Youna. 


Mr. Evrror.—Permit one who was once young, to offer through 
the medium of your publication, a few words of advice to those who 
are about to engage in the busy scenes of life. As youth stand in 
need of counsel, it is much to be regretted that they are so strongly 
inclined to slight the monitions of their elders, and trust entirely to 
their own weak judgment. But for the benefit of those who may 
be disposed to profit by the experience of others, I shall briefly point 
out a few of those rocks, and quicksands, which in my course through 
life, | have observed to be peculiarly dangerous to the young. 

“ Just as the twig is bent the tree’s inclined,” is an old adage, but 
not less true than old. The habits we contract, and the characters 
we form in early life, will generally go with us through the world. 
How important then it is, that we should carefully avoid contracting 
habits, or acquiring characters different from those we would sustain 
in after life. It is almost entirely for us to decide, whether we shall 
pass through life with honor to ourselves, and advantage to others, 
or cover our name with infamy, and prove a burthen to community, 
a nuisance to society. Every man, it is said, is the artificer of his 
own fortune. 

In regard to the formation of character, several things are ‘to be 
considered, the most.important of which, next to parental instruction, 
are the books which a young person reads, and the company with 
whom he associates. In the selection of their books, young people 
are very apt to make a bad steerage. The reading of works of a 
decidedly infidel or licentious character need not be reprobated. 
Any person of common sense must know, that it is better to have 
no eyes at all, than to employ them in reading books of this charac- 
ter. But there is a class of books of the character and tendency of 
which, the young and inexperienced need to be warned. I refer to 
novels. The injurious effects of reading works of fiction, must be 
apparent to every careful observer, but no one can fully appreciate 
the extent of the evil unless he has experienced it himself. This I 
have done. I have been anovel reader ; and many a midnight hour 
during my youth, has been spent in devouring the contents of some 
worthless volume, the direct effect of which was to unfit the mind 
for any sober or useful employment. 

Youth are apt to derive many false ideas, from reading the fash- 
ionable novels of the day. They portray vice in the habiliments of 
virtue, conceal her deformity, and if they do not succeed in render- 
ing her appearance pleasing to the youthful mind ; yet much is done 
towards breaking down the moral principles of the unwary. Young 
man or young woman, let me warn you to avoid novels. Touch 
not; handle not; they are vanity of vanities, all is vanity. You 
may be amiable, and be respected by the world; you may be favored 
with good natural talents, and a good education ; in short, you may 
be any thing else, but so long as you read none but works of fiction, 
you can hardly be auseful member of society. You will be unfitted 
for performing the ordinary duties of life ; and sober thought and 
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reflection, will be banished from your mind, to make room for the 
wild and dreamy vagaries of a distempered imagination. But this 
is not all. We must render an account to Him who created us 
rational beings, and endowed us with intellectual faculties, for the 
manner in which we improve those powers of the soul, which alone 
render us superior to the brutes. 

If the books we read in our youth, have a great influence in form- 
ing our future character ; the companions of our youth will have a 
much greater. It is natural for us not only to seek the company of 
those with whom we can agree in sentiment, but also to conform to 
the opinions and practices of those with whom we associate. It is 
this principle that originated a trite saying, which is in substance as 
follows: ‘Tell me what company a man keeps, and I will tell you 
his character.” ‘ 

Of all the dangers to which youth are exposed, this appears to be 
productive of the greatest amount of evil. This is the rock on 
which thousands have split. Many a young man, with fair prospects 
in life, has blasted the fond expectations of his parents ; disappointed 
the hopes of his friends ; and, instead of becoming a useful member 
of society, has by the seductions of evil companions, been drawn 
into the vortex of dissipation, where intemperance, gambling, and 
debauchery have proved his ruin. It is a common error with young 
people, to suppose that they can associate with the vicious and 
immoral, and at the same time preserve their mind and character 
unsullied. But reason, the word of God, and all past experience, 
fully prove that the contrary of this is true. Evil communications 
do corrupt good manners in more ways than one. ‘Can one go 
upon hot coals, and his feet not be burned.’’ 

It is a painful fact, that young persons, and ladies of high standing 
and spotless character, associate with, and seem to prefer the society 
of young men, (I will not say gentlemen,) of blasted reputation and 
dissolute morals. ‘To all young persons I would say, listen to the 
counsels of experience. Be guided in the choice of your companions 
by the volume of Inspiration, which says, “ He that walketh with 
wise men shall be wise, but the companion of fools shall be 
destroyed.’”’ G. H. 





For the New-England Telegraph. 
SLAvERY A VIOLATION oF THE Morat Law. 


Haviya, in my last communication, endeavored to give a miniature 
view of the System of Slavery, as it exists in the United States; I 
am now prepared to prove, that this system is a flagrant violation of 
every commandment in the MoriL LAW. It is not impossible, that 
my readers have already anticipated me in this position ; but even if 
they have, it may still be salutary to take a cursory view of this 
broad rule of moral conduct, and at once behold, as in a perfect 
mirror, the abominations which pollute our land. It is not merely 
the letter but the spirit of the law, by which moral actions are to be 
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tried. If then, the literal expression of one or two of the command- 
ments may seem to have nothing to do with the subject, but I can 
make it appear, that American Slavery is in direct opposition to 
the spirit and intention of the whole, I shall have accomplished my 
ohject. 

The first commandment in the Decalogue, as spoken by God 
himself, to every moral creature, is, “‘ Thou shalt have no other gods 
before me.” The practice of the slaveholder says to every vassal 
under his control, ‘ ‘Thou shalt have no other gods before me.’ He 
claims the service of his slave, beth in body and in soul, to the 
exclusion of that service which he is bound, as a moral being, to 
render even to God himself. Let any slave in the southern States 
undertake to render to God, that worship and service, which he has 
required in his word; or let him do any thing,as an expression of 
homage to the Deity, which his master might conceive to be contrary 
to his interest ; and the scourge instantly teaches him, that slavery 
allows of no God before his master. In the State of Georgia, should 
any congregation of slaves be assembled for the worship of God, 
“any justice of the peace may go in person or send a constable 
to disperse them :—and every slave taken at sech meetings, may, by 
order of the justice, without trial, rece:ve twenty-five stripes with 
whip, swich, or cowskin. In South Carolina, an act forbids the 
police officers to break into any place of religious meeting before 
nine o’clock, provided a majority of the assembly are white persons ; 
but if the quorum of white people should happen to be wanting, every 
slave would be liable to twenty-five lashes of the cowskin.”’ “The 
West-India planters boldly and openly declared, that slavery and 
Christianity could not exist together ; and in their minds the imme- 
diate inference was, that Christianity must be put down; and very 
consistently began to imprison missionaries, burn chapels,” and 
commit other outrages of a similar nature for the accomplishment of 
that specific object. It is incontrovertible, then, that slaves are not 
allowed to obey even the first commandment. When God says, 
“ Thou shalt have no other gods before me ;’”’ the slave master says, 
—and slave-laws sanction his authority—‘‘ Thou shalt serve no other 
being in the universe before me!” 

The second commandment is, “ Thou shalt not make unto thee 
any graven image, or any likeness of any thing that is in heaven 
above, or that is in the earth beneath, or that is in the waters under 
the earth: Thou shalt not bow down thyselfto them nor serve them : 
for I the Lord thy God am a jealous God, visiting the iniquity of 
the fathers upon the children, unto the third and fourth generation 
of them that hate me ; and showi ing mercy unto thousands of them 
that love me and keep my commandments.” The spirit of this 
commandment is doubtless embraced in the first; and therefore, a 
breach of the first is equally a breach of the second. Every thing 
which sets up any other person or interest, to the exclusion of the 
service and glory of the Supreme Being, is as really a breach of the 
second commandment, as the externa! signs of idolatry in the wor- 
ship of images. In accordance with this sentiment, the Assembly 
of Divines say, ‘‘ The second commandment requireth the receiving, 
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observing, and keeping pure and entire all such religious worship 
and ordinances, as God hath appointed in his word.” How is it 
possible for American Slavery to consist with the due observance of 
this requisition, when it deprives the slave of all religious privileges, 
religious instruction, and the opportunity to worship God in any 
vay, Which the HolyScriptures direct? ‘The second commandment, 
then, is in ditmetrical opposition to this diabolical system, and can 
no more coalesce with it, than the kingdom of light can coalesce with 
the kingdom of darkness. 

The third commandment is, “ Thou shalt not take the name of 
the Lord thy God in vain: for the Lord will not hold him guiltless 
that taketh his name in vain.” Perhaps it may be said, that a pro- 
fanation of the names, titles, attributes and perfections of God, is not 
a necessary concomitant of slavery. But, it may be replied, that 
moral evils are generally found in clusters. It is utterly impossible 
for this system of abominations, so flagrantly to violate the first and 
second commandments, without being an equal violation of the third. 
The system of slavery is maintained by false and profane oaths.— 
The mouths of men-stealers, slave-drivers, and soul murderers, are 
continually filled with blasphemies. ‘The whole system is a profa- 
nation and contempt of the Divine authority, Divine purposes, and 
Divine providence, by desecrating and brutifying moral beings, 
created in the image of God, and endowed with a capacity to serve, 
glorify and enjoy him forever. ‘To profane the name and attributes 
of God, therefore, is a most prominent characteristic of American 
Slavery. It sets at defiance every thing which appertains to his 
character and government. ‘The same mouth of the “ Christian” 
man-siealer utters blessings and curses. ‘ Therewith blesses he 
God, and therewith curses he men, and dooms them to perpetual 
infamy, torture, and rigorous vassalage, who are made after the 
image of God. Thus, out of the same mouth proceed blessing and 
cursing.’ “ But, unto the wicked God saith, What hast thou to do 
to declare my statutes, or that thou shouldest take my covenant im thy 
mouth? Sceing thou hatest instruction, and castest my words 
behind thee? When thou sawest a thief, [yes, a man-thief,] then 
thou consentedst with him; and hast been partaker with adulterers. 
Thou givest thy mouth to evil, and thy tongue frameth deceit. Thou 
sittest and speakest against thy brother, thou slanderest thine own 
mother’s son.” How is it possible for any thing to answer to this 
described profanation, more exactly, fully, and flagrantly, than the 
system of American Slavery ?—and how is it possible for God to 
consider any Christian nation more guilty of violating the spirit of 
the third commandment in his holy law? Hence he says, *‘ These 
things hast thou done, and I kept silence; thou thoughtest that I 
was altogether such a one as thyself: but I will reprove thee, and 
set them in order before thine eyes. Now consider this, ye that 
forget God, lest I tear you in pieces, and there be none to deliver.” 

The fourth commandment is, Remember the Sabbath day to 
keep it holy. Six days shalt thou labor and do all thy work: But 
the seventh day is the sabbath of the Lord thy God : in it thou shalt 
not do any work, thou, nor thy son, nor thy daughter, thy man- 
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servant, nor thy maid-servant, nor thy cattle, nor thy stranger that 
is within thy gates : For in six days the Lord made heaven and earth, 
the sea, and all that in them is, and rested the seventh day : where- 
fore the Lord blessed the Sabbath day, and hallowed it.” 

Slaves are moral beings, and as moral beings they owe an alle- 
giance to the sovereign of heavenandearth. As moral beings, they 
are bound to observe and sacredly keep the Lord’s day, and duly to 
regard all the ordinances and services, which God has appointed 
for its sanctification. But, this, the sore and grievous bondage in 
_ which they are involved, constrains them from doing. God said 

unto Pharaoh, “‘ Let my people go, that they may serve me.’ So 
he says to the slave masters of Christian America, ‘“ Let my people 
go, that they may sanctify my Sabbath, keep mine ordinances, and 
serve me.” But, the master commands the services of the slave in 
body and in soul. He can send him to the field to labor; he can, 
and often does, on the Lord’s day, confine him to the most menial 
employment, in doing that, which he deems contrary to his interest 
to have done on other days; or what is not uncommon, he can tie, 
or shut up his menials, to keep them from mischief, or from strolling, 
while he is gone to attend public worship. It is no uncommon 
thing for professed Christian slave-holders, and even pretended 
ministers ot the gospel, to scourge their slaves on the Lord’s day, 
for the very purpose of saving time on otker days. A clergyman* 
of undoubted veracity and fervent piety, who resided for seven years 
in a slave-holding State, until his soul was sickened to the last 
degree, with the cruelties, pollutions, and other abominations which 
surrounded him, relates, among a multitude of others, the following 
facts. ‘‘ A preacher on the Lord’s day morhing, frequently stripped 
his female slave or slaves, tied them up to the rafters of his house, 
scourged them, left them there fastened, rode to the meeting-house, 
and after preaching, returned home and repeated the flogging, or 
released them as his humor in the afternoon dictated. Although 
this was notorious to the whole surrounding'country, I never heard 
him censured either by a preacher, or by any other person, but a 
few gospel fanatics, who could not discover any method to amal- 
gamate torturing girls and preaching Christian love, at the same 
time. 

“There was,” says this same witness, “a church member of the 
same class. Mrs. H. used to boast that she was the best hand to 
whip a ‘wench’ in all that country. She had a post in the yard 
to which she pinioned the girls, and after scourging them until she 
was tired, on the Lord’s day morning, she would then sprinkle them 
with the usual mixture of salt, vinegar, &c., leave them fastened, 
exposed to the sun and flies, walk tothe church, sit as demure as a 
popish nun, and after service repeat her flogging, or not, according 
to her whim. I once expostulated with her upon the impropriety 
and wickedness of this course. ‘ Mrs. H., how can you possibly 
whip your girls so publicly on the Lord’s day morning, and disturb 
your neighbors going to public worship?’ Her answer was a mem- 
orable specimen of slave-driving and slave-torturing Christianity. 


*George Bourne. 








1835. ] OF THE MORAL LAW. 85 





‘If I were to whip them on any other day in the week, I might lose 
‘their work for a day; but by whipping them on Sunday, their backs 
get well enough by Monday morning!’ That woman, if alive, is 
no doubt a member still.” 

Such are single specimens, from thousands which might be cited, 
of slave-holding observiance of the Lord’s day. Need I add more 
in proof, that the whole system of slavery is a flagrant violation of 
the fourth commandment ? 

The next commandment in the Decalogue is, “ Honor thy father 
and thy mother; that thy days may be long upon the land which 
the Lord thy God giveth thee.” 

Here, then, again we have the law of God and the system of 
American Slavery coming in direct collision. How is it possible 
for moral beings in bondage, to honor their parents, when it is the 
legitimate tendency and practice of slavery to obliterate every vestige 
of family relationship? The slave-holder has no more regard to the 
natural relation or natural affection of parents and children among 
his vassals, than the farmer has to the relation of the dam, sire and 
offspring among the catile in his barnyard. By daw, as well as 
custom, they are considered and treated as chattels, as mere brutes ; 
and so the fifth commandmert in the decalogue is rendered 
nugatory. ‘The son can even be required and compelled to scourge 
his own father or mother; and if be were to resist, such resistence 
would be death. 

The sixth commandment is, ‘‘ Thou shalt not kill.” Such was 
the prohibition of Jehovah, amidst the lightenings and thunders of 
Sinai. 

But American Slavery is a system of legalized murder. Let us 
but keep in view the single fact, that no slave or colored person is 
allowed to testify against the white man; and we must be convinced, 
that it is in the power of the Planter, Slave-driver, or Overseer to 
murder his slaves with impunity. ‘This right is exercised. Slaves 
are often scourged to death : they are not unfrequently murdered out 
right ; and in ninety-nine cases in a hundred, if not nine hundred 
and ninety-nine in athousand, their days are shortened by excessive 
labor, scanty fare, and unnumbered tortures. Among hundreds of 
examples, which I would cite, did my limits admit, the following 
two or three must suffice. Says Mr. Bourne, in his “ Picture of 
Slavery,”"—* Some years since, a man in Virginia, after a long trial 
was acquitted for the unrelenting and undisputed killing of a young 
woman, who had died from the mortification of her lacerated body, 
during several weeks of excruciating protracted torture. Her body 
and her legs were literally cut to pieces. A more barbarous slow 
paced malignant murder can scarcely be found recorded even in the 
annals of manstealing. The facts could not be denied. He was 
acquitted on two grounds. ‘The wotnan had not received, as far as 
the evidence stated, more than the number of stripes which by law 
he was empowered to inflict at one time, and she had not actually 
expired under the lash. It was also maintained in his defence, that 
the woman was his property as much as his sheep, and that he had 
a legal right to do as he would with it. One of the counsel for the 
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ruffian slave-driver, in his speech, expressed his surprise at any 
judicial investigation for whipping a slave to ceath; for said he, in 
that part of Virginia where I was born, it would be considered the 
greatest insult possible, to take any notice of a gentleman for killing 
a negro.” That lawyer’s statement is no doubt correct; for even in 
the case of the woman-killer referred to, there was great difliculty 
in procuring the formal investigation whica elicited the facts, and 
the examining court were so intimidated, it is supposed by the 
opposition of the slave-drivers, that they dared not to transfer the 
murderer to the higher court for trial end punishment. One of 
the counsel assured me, that he aided in the villians defence, solely 
to expose the unspeakable iniquity of the Virginian code of laws 
respecting slavery. 

* This butchering iniquity is so frequent, that when a slave is 
missing citizens who are not menstealers m ay ‘ guess,’ but they 
dare not express their opinions or even their ie owledge. 

“A few years ago, in } ag ot a mest barbarous planter was 
killed in a fit of desperation, al: self-defense, by four of his 
slaves, whom he had threatened to half i murder for not performing 
some work within a given pee — it was —-« impossible 
for them to accomplish. it was discovered, while the unfortunate 
culprits were in prison, that wit! ¥ ie commission of every other 
attrocious outrage upon their female companions, within a few 
years, that siave-driver had detiberately bu tchered tye enty or more of 
his slaves,their relative associates, with circumstances of almost incred- 
ible barbarity. The four men were murcered by law, cs a sacrifice 
to the popular clamor. ‘fhese crimes are not pengenennn where a 
white man can be evidence ; and es perme of all the heaven daring, 
hell-born wickedness of slavery is this; that a colored person’s 
testimony is not received ne. ey a white man; not even from a 
female for the violition of her person: or for an attempt to kill, or 
the actual commission of murder. 

“ A minister of Virginia,” continues Mr. Bourne, “informed me 
of this fact, which occurred in his own congregation. ‘A member 
of my church,’ said the brother, ‘ has lately whipped acolored young 
man to death. Nobody saw it but the rest of his slaves. What 
shall I do? My reply was, ‘I hope you do not mean to continue 
him in your chureh.’ ‘ How can we help it?’ the minister remarked ; 

‘ we dare not call him to account; for as we have no legal testimony, 
he would sue all the officers of the Church for slander and ruin us.’ ” 

Now, the annals of American Slavery are full of such horrid 
details, some of the least appalling, I have given in these examples. 
It is my intention to pass over accounts, though strictly true, like 
the one given of Lilburn Lewis in the murder of his slave George, 
and some others, which I forbear even to mention. But as slave 
murders are generally committed either in private, or in the presence 
only of slaves, whose testimony, by law, is not to be accredited, and 
it would be death toa slave detected in divulging such outrages ; 
we have good reason to believe, that the “ one half has not yet been 
told us.’ Sufficient however has come to our knowledge, to 
demonstrate, that the whole system of American Slavery is a flagrant 
violation of the command, “ Thou shalt not kill.” 
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The seventh commandment is, “ Thou shalt not commit adultry.” 
Do not start, reader, at the annunciation of this part of God’s law! 
God himself was not ashamed to thunder it from Sinai, in the ears 
of halfa million of Israelites. Let not our sense of imperious duty 
then, yield to that of a spurious delicacy. 

“Thou shalt not commit adultery!” thunders the Atmicuty, 
amidst the flames of Sinai. But the system of Amercan Slavery, in 
defiance of this awful and direct prohibition, is a system of bound- 
less licentiousness. We need no more evidence of this, than the 
thousands of sallow slaves, Creoles or mulattoes, who are scattered 
over the Southern plantations, and are witnessed in the streets of 
every city in the United States! 'The apologists for slavery, and the 
calumniators of colored Americans, hold up Abolitionists to public 
scorn, as pleading for amalgamation. But, as the laws now stand, 
and as slavery now exists, in this country, “every distinguishable 
shade of complection from Congo black to that sallow, which the 
ingenuity of an artist can scarcely define,” presents a living and 
perpetual monument of our country’s shame! It is a monument 
of “ama!gamation,” not in the holy compact of marriage, which an 
inspired apostle pronunces honorable in all; but it is an amalgama- 
tion founded in crime and brutality! In this connection, I repeat, 
in substance, what I assumed in the picture, That almost every 
plantation is, of necessity a Sodom, and nearly every kitchen of the 
planter, and hovel of the slave, is a brothel. Says the same veritable 
and faithful witness, whose testimony I have already adduced, “ In 
the houses of slave-holders, you behold young ladies elegantly attired 
and attended by their colored sisters, children of the same father, 
and yet slaves. You recognize the driver of the carriage, the foot- 
man, and other domestics, as manifestly the planters own offspring.” 

* With comparatively few exceptions the slave plantations are a 
scene of promiscuous uncleanness, of the most abhorrent character, 
which defies all attempts'to preserve the existence of decency, 
personal or social.” 

“That sucha system must destroy all feminine purity and domestic 
confidence is obvious.” é 

“Two ladies of the first rank in Virginia affirmed, that the 
Nothern citizens were totally incompetent to form any correct idea 
of aslave plantation. One of them remarked. ‘ We are called 
wives, and as such are recognised in Jaw; but we are little more 
than superintendants of a colored seraglio.’”’ . 

It is not my intention here to diel’. It would require of itself a 
volume to do this part of the subject justice, or fully to exhibit the 
extent of that licentiousness to which those, who are turning their 
attention to “ moral reform,” must be prepared to: meet, if they 
would be istrumental in purifying our Jand from its boundless moral 
corruption. Suffice it to say, the extent, to which the seventh 
commandment is violated, by the whole system of American Slavery, 
it is exceedingly difficult to conceive. And what an image of 
brutality does it present to our minds !—the planters, in hundreds of 
instances, scl? their own sons and daughters! and their heirs, in 
settling the estates, in as many instances, sell, by auction, their 
brothers and sisters ! 
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The eighth commandment is, ‘‘ Thou shalt not steal.”—Who 
will pretend to deny, that slave-holding is not only stealing, but 
man-stealing? ‘To claim the right of property in human beings, and 
to hold them in this ignominious and cruel bondage, is so manifestly 
in opposition to the law of God, that it would seem hardly necessary 
even to mention it. From the slave, is stolen, not only all his lawful 
earnings, and all his dearest civil and religious privileges, and all 
his family connections, but his very body and soul. The extent to 
which kidnapping is sanctioned by the American slave system, is 
enough to adjudge the whole as a flagrant violation of the eight 
commandment. This however is but a mere fraction of the theft. 
If I were to retain in my possession a thousand dollars, which I 
knew had been stolen from my neighbor, should I not be adjudged 
as a thief? and should [ not be so adjudged in point of law, in a 
court of justice? No matter whether I stole this sum of money 
myself, or whether my father, or grand father stole it, and conveyed 
it to me as my inheritance ; I still know that it is not my property, 
but belongs to my neighbor, and retain it because I am stronger 
than he. How, under such circumstances could I be considered as 
any thing less than a thief? But, 


‘* He who steals my purse, steals trash.” 


To steal and retain in possession alittle pe/f,isnot worthy to be named 
in connection with stealing and retaining in bondage, “flesh, and blood, 
and souls!” How then, can the slave-holder, as well as the kidnapper, 
be considered any thing less than a man-thief? The whole system 
of slavery then, is a system of man-stealing. But the divine law 
says, “ Thou shalt not steal ;’’ and “‘ he that stealeth a man, and 
selleth him, shall be surely put to death !” 

The ninth commandment, is, “Thou shalt not bear false witness 
against thy neighbor.” 

That American Slavery is a system of false witness and calumny, 
from beginning to end, needs but very little effort to prove beyond 
the possibility of a doubt. It gives the lie direct, to the word, and 
purposes, and providence of God. Not only so, but this false witness 
is extremely inconsistent and contradictory. When it wishes to punish 
a man with a dark skin, it swears that he is a man, and a subject 
of law; when it wishes to kidnap, steal, sell or enslave him, it swears, 
with equal earnestness, that he is nothing more than a brute; and 
when this brute is butchered, the testimony in open court is, that he 
was a mere chattel, which the murderer had the same right to 
dispose of, that he had of any other piece of property. But, the 
drift of this false witness, is, to calumniate the work of God. He 
has ‘‘ made of one blood all nations of men, for to dwell on all the 
face of the earth.” Those who differ in complection and features 
are still moral beings, and subject to his moral government. But 
all this, the American slave system practically denies. It degrades 
these same moral beings below the brute creation, shuts them out 
by prejudice from al! the blessings of civilized life ; and then calum- 
niates themas incapable ofelevation, even by the gospel of Jesus Christ. 
Such a flagrant and general breach of the ninth commandment, is 
unparalleled in the history of mankind. It proves, that Americans 
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are more imperviously entrenched in prejudice, than any other people, 
and more determined to set at defiance the spirit and letter of the 
Divine law, as well as every principle of the gospel. To say 
according to the practice of slave-holders and all apologists for slavery, 
that God has created a species of the human family, for no other 
purpose than to be vassals to the rest, is an impeachment of the 
Divine goodness, and one of the grossest violitions of the ninth 
commandment of which we are able to conceive. In short, the 
whole American slave system, corresponds with the conduct of 
Ahab and Jezebel, who were determined, at all events, to possess 
the vineyard of Naboth. This ungodly purpose they finally effected 
by false witness, and by exciting against him invincible prejudice in 
the elders of his city. Hence, they proclaimed a fast and set 
Naboth on high; and then suborned men of Belial to testify and 
say, “‘ We have heard him blaspheme God and the king.” On this 
same principle of false testimony, two millions and a half of slaves 
have been condemned to perpetual servitude, and hot a few have 
been scourged to death or murdered outright. Rankin, in his letters 
to a brother, details the case of a female slave in Kentucky, whose 
master had purchased an article of furniture, which his wile, in the 
presence of a neighboring gentleman had the misfortune to break. 
She laid this accident to a slave girl, when her husband made 
inquiry respecting it. He suspended the girl from the limb of a tree 
in a manner not to be described, and commenced the usual operation 
of whipping. Extreme torture drew from her a confession, but 
when the pain was eased, the poor girl returned to her first and 
honest denial, whereupon the whipping recommenced, and would 
doubtless have continued till she expired, had not the identical gen- 
tleman, who witnessed the accident, passed by, declared the truth, 
and rescued the girl.” ‘ Mr. Sutcliff, an English Quaker, who 
traveled in this country, relates a case similar to that of the Ken- 
tucky girl, except that the catastrophe was more shocking. A slave 
owner, near Lewistown, in the state of Delaware, lost a piece of 
leather. He charged alittle slave boy with stealing it. The boy 
denied. The master tied the boys feet, and suspended him from 
the limb of a tree, attaching a heavy weight to his ancles, as is 
usual in such cases, to prevent such kicking and writhing as would 
break the blows. He then whipped ; the boy confessed: and then 
he commenced whipping a new for the offense itself, The lad died 
under the lash! Then the slave-holders own son, smitten with 
remorse, acknowledged that he took the leather.” 

“An honorable friend who stands high in the state and in the 
nation, was present at the burial of a female slave in Mississippi; 
who had been whipped to death at the post by her master, because 
she was gone longer of an errand to the neighboring town, than her 
master thought necessary. Under the lash she protested that she 
was ill, and was obliged to rest in the fields. To complete the 
climax of horror, she was delivered of a dead infant before her master 
had campleted his work.” 

Such are a few of the many examples, which I might cite from 
the most unquestionable authorities in proof of my present position : 
and will not my readers bear me witness, that the reality is inexpres- 
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sibly darker, than the picture, which I was able to draw in my last 
communication? But who can attend to such recitals, and then 
reflect upon that mandate, which was pronounced amidst the 
thunders and lightennings of Sinai, “* Thou shalt not bear falsc witness 
against thy neighbor,” without seeming to hear the Almighty again 
utter his voice and say, “‘ Shall I not visit for these things? and shall 
not my soul be avenged on such a nation as this?’ 

The tenth commandment is, “ Thou shalt not covctthy neighbor's 
house, thou shalt not covet thy neighbor's wife, nor his man servant, nor 
his maid servant, nor his or, nor his ass, nor any thing that is thy 
neighbors.’ 

But who does not know, that the whole system of slavery is 
founded in covetousness ? ‘This truth seems to be so obvious as to 

e almost self-evident. It is covetousness which brings a fellow man 
into bondage. It is covetousness which defrauds, and wrests from 
him the hard earned fruits of his toil. It is covetousness which 
brandishes the whip over his head, and urges him on to excessive 
labor. It is covetousness which provides for h‘m nothing but the 
miserable hovel and scanty allowance. In short, it is covetousness 
which forms the principal dramatis persona, of srtvery, throughout 
the whole system of cruelty and abominations, whether it enkindle 
the torch of war on the coastof Africa, crowd the middle passage 
with misery and death, kidnap the free negro at home, rally a 
moultitude around the stand of the auctioneei, or throng the roads 
with “ cofiles” for Southern slave markets. 

From the view of the subject, which I have taken, then, it is 
evident, that the system of American Slavery, is in all respects 
opposed to the law of God, in every precept and prohibition. There 
is not a command in the Decalogue but what it violates, and all 
those commands it violates, to a greater or less degree, both in their 
requirements and _ prohibitions. Evarnras. 





Erreets or Converston.—When a man stands with his back to 
the sun, his own shadow and the shadows of surrounding objects 
are before him. But when he turns towards the sun, all these 
shadows are behind him. It is the same in spiritual things. God is 
the great Sun of the universe. Compared with him, creatures are 
but shadows. But while.men stand with their backs to God, all 
these shadows are before them, and engross their affections, desires 
and exertions. On the contrary, when they are converted, and turn 
to God, all these shadows are thrown behind them, and God becomes 
allin all,’so that they can say from the heart. Whom have we in 
heaven but thee? and there is none on earth that we desire besides 
thee.— Payson. 





Error.—On the last page of the present number, 5th line from bottom, 
for “ Verdi,” read, * Verbi.” 





POETRY. 





POETRY. 
From the Charleston Courier. 


. 


SaturvDAY EveEnNING: 


The past week is fled, and the evening has come, 
That preceeds the sabbatical rest ; 

Like the days of the years now departed and gone, 
Like the sun that decends to the west. 


Like a voice from the grave, bidding mortals beware 
Of the waste of the hours as they fly, 

Time silently warns us to watch and prepare, 
For the moment that calls us to die. 


Each year, and each month, and each day, like a friend; 
In the language of wisdom convey 

Some type of the shadows of death, that attend 
On the steps of the aged and gay. 


Oh! who then can think of the week that is gone, 
That precedes the sabbatical rest, 

And not call to mind the repose of the tomb, 
As he sees the sun set in the west ? 





From the Utica Christian Repository. 


I love to go where God resides, 
His holy dwelling place ; 

I love to meet with Zion’s friends 
And see my father’s face. 


I love to hear the melting song 
That fans the flame of love ; 

I love to rise in ardent prayer, 
For blessings from above. 


I love to hang upon the lips, 
And watch the anxious eyes, 

Of God’s own messengers of grace; 
That point us to the skies. 


I love to meet a chosen few 
And talk of joys to come : 

I love to meet my Savior there, 
And view my heavenly home. 


[ love to leave all earthly friends, 
And from the world retire ; 
To hold communion with my God, 
And by the skies aspire. L. R. 
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REVIEW. 


Lecture on THE CuristmAs Festivat. “ Prove atu tunes.” Tuess. 
v. 21. PREPARED AND PUBLISHED BY SPECIAL pDESIRE.—By T. T. 
Waterman.—Providence: J. Wilcox & Co. 1835. 12 mo. pp. 24. 


Tue multiplication of rites and festivals in the Christian church, has 
always tended to retard the spirit of vital piety. It was designed by its 
divine author, that the religion of the gospel should be a system of great 
simplicity. One object of Christ’s appearance in the flesh, was, to abolish 
the rites of the Levitical law, and introduce a new dispensation, which should 
prevail by the power of the Spirit, and triumph by the influence of truth and 
purity, rather than by an ostentatious display of external insignia. The 
Jewish ritua! had its proper design, and its design was accomplished. It was 
introduced by divine authority for special reasons ; and when those reasons 
no longer existed for its continuance, it was done away. The Hebrews 
would have had no right to introduce a mode of worship by sacrifice, 
ablutions, festivals and the observance of particular days, without an express 
or implied divine authority ; and hence, when that mode of worship has been 
abolished by divine authority, Christians cannot revert to it, or any thing 
which resembles it, without a work of supererogation, which scems to despise 
the wisdom of God, and attempt to propitiate his favor by a kind of “ will- 
worship,” which he has evidently forbidden. The Lord Jesus Christ 
ordained but two sacraments to be observed in the church; and the mode of 
worship instituted under the supervision of the inspired apostles was ag 
remarkable for its beautiful simplicity, as the Jewish ritual had been for its 
splendor and pageantry. The apostle Paul, writing to the Collossians, 
respecting the ordinances of the old dispensation, says, that Christ had 
* blotted out the hand-writing of ordinances that was against us, which was 
contrary to us, and took it out of the way, nailing it to his cross.’’* 
Accordingly he proceeds to give them this direction ; ‘‘ Let no man therefore 
judge you in meat, or in drink, or in respect of a holy-day, or of the new 
moon, or of the Sabbath days: which are a shadow of things to come; but 
the body is’ of Christ.’’t 

If Christians therefore, even claim the Jewish ritual as a pattern, they 
cannot either advert to the observance of its ordinances, or introduce into 
their mode of worship those which are similar to the rites prescribed by the 
Levitical code, without treating the authority of divine inspiration with 
contempt, and opening the way for a train of complicated evils to the 
church. When they begin to multiply and lay great stress upon rites and 
forms, they very naturally overlook the importance of internal piety ; and the 
spirit of vital godliness has always declined in the Christian church, in 
proportion as these external ordinances have been multiplied. The apostle 
Paul addressed the Galatians in respect to this very thing. “ Ye observe 
days, and months, and times, and years. I am afraid of you, lest I have 
bestowed upon you labor in vain.’’* 

* Collossians ii. 14. 


tIb. 16, 17.* 
¢ Galatians iv. 10, 11. 
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But, the introduction and increase of rites and festivals in the Christian 
church, cannot claim a foundation in the Jewish ritual. Had professing 
Christians copied from the Levitical law, in the observance of their holy- 
days, and the ostentatious habiliments with which they have sought to clothe 
their religious worship, they would be comparatively excusable. It might 
then be said, that, possibly, they overlooked the testimony of divine inspira- 
tion, that the Christian dispensatioa was intended to supercede and abrogate 
the Levitical code. Instead, however, of copying from the Jewish ritual, 
those, who began to introduce and multiply rites and festivals in the 
Christian churches, were governed by a worldly and wicked policy, induced 
by the idolatrous superstition of heathen worship. Says the historian, 
respecting the church in the fourth century, “ while the Roman emperors 
were studious to promote the honor of Christianity, by the auspicious 
protection they afforded to the church, and their most zealous efforts to 
advance its interests, the inconsiderate and ill-directed piety of the bishops 
cast a cloud over the beauty and simplicity of the gospel, by the prodigious 
number of rites and ceremonies which they had invented to embellish it. 
And here we may apply that well-known saying of Augustin, that the yoke 
under which the Jews formerly groaned, was more tolerable, than that imposed 
upon many Christians in his time. The rites and institutions, by which the 
Greeks, Romans, and other nations, had formerly testified their religious 
veneration for fictitious deities, were now adopted, with some slight altera- 
tions, by Christian bishops, and employed in the service of the true God.” 
—‘ These fervent heralds of the gospel, whose zeal outran their candor and 
ingenuity, imagined that the nations would receive Christianity with more 
facility, when they saw the rites and ceremonies to which they were 
accustomed, adopted in the church, and the same worship paid to Curist 
and his martyrs, which they had formerly offered to their idol deities. Hence 
it happened, that, in these times, the religion of the Greeks and Romans 
differed very little, in its external appearance, from that of the Christians. 
They had both a most pompous and splendid ritual. Gorgeous robes, miters, 
tiaras, wax-tapers, crosiers, processions, lustrations, images, gold and silver 
. vases, and many such circumstances of pageantry, were equally to be seen 
in the heathen temples and the Christian churches.’’* 

Here, then, was unquestionably the source and foundation, of those relig- 
ious festivals and supererogatory rites, which first corrupted the simplicity of 
Christian worship, have been multiplied and perpetuated in the church of 
Rome, and countenanced to no inconsiderable extent among Episcopalians. 
To worldly policy and heathenish superstitions may be traced most of the 
corruptions of the church, and from one or both of these sources, no doubt, 
arose the observance of the Catholic holy-day, or festival, usually denominated 
CuristTMAs. 

Now when we consider the zeal of Protestants, to perpetuate, and even to 
revive Catholic superstitions, and the apparent determina.ion of some to 
impose the general observance of the Christmas festival upon American 
churches ; the Lecture of Mr. Waterman before me, may certainly be 


* Mosheim. London ed. Vol. 1, pp. 392—394. 
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deemed a seasonable production, and the principal arguments which he 
adduces are deserving of great consideration. To give an epitome of these 
arguments to the readers of the Telegraph, and call their attention to this 
particular subject, is one main design of this review. The first reason or 
argument urged by Mr. W. against the observance of the Christmas festival, 
and which alone might be considered sufficient to set the subject at rest, is, 
that no one can determine on what particular day our Savior was born. 
Let the reader see if this point is not established. 


“ The day of the Savior’s nativity is not known. The authority on this point 
is abundant. Doctor Adam Clarke, in his commentary on the advent as 
recorded in Luke, remarks—‘ As the shepherds had not yet brought home 
their flocks, it is a presumptive argument that October had not yet commenced, 
and that consequently our Lord was not born on the 25th of December, when 
no flocks were out in the field. On this ground the nativity should be given up.’ 

“ Again he says—‘ The time in which Christ was born, has been considered 
of great importance among Christians. However, the matter has been consid- 
ered of no moment by Him who inspired the Evangelist, as not one hint is 
dropped, except the chronological fact.’ 


** And again—for the mind of such aman ns Doctor Clarke, was not to be 
awed by the aristocracy of Lords and Bishops—he adds : ‘ Learned and pious 
_ men have trifled egregiously on this subject, making that of importance which 

the Holy Spirit, by his silence, has plainly informed them is of none. 
Fabricius gives a catalogue of no less than one hundred and thirty-six different 
opinions as to the year of Christ’s birth ; and as to his birth day, that has been 
placed by Christian sects and learned men, in every month ofthe year. The 
Egyptians placed it in January, Wagenseel in Febuary, Bochart in March ; 
others in April and May; Lightfoot in September, Scaliger in October, and 
others in November. But the Latin or Roman Church, supreme in power and 
infallible in judgment, placed it on the 25th December, the very day on which the 
ancient Romans celebrated the feast of their Goddess Bruma !” 

‘This testimony of Doctor Clarke is certified by the unanimous voice of 
history. Let this be confuted, and we will adduce more. As, then, the day 
of Christ’s birth is not known, it is evidence to demonstration, that God never 
commanded or sanctioned its observance. It is assuming an undelegated and 
dangerous, if not impious right, to affirm that such a day is the day, when the 
day is not known. Children, and multitudes of others, are led to believe 
that this is the day. Thus it is affirmed in the Almanacs, from year to year ; 
and thus the may be falsehood is perpetuated. Is it said, that the time is a 
matter of indifference !—it is the thing the Church wants. But is that want, 
which leads the Church and others to tella probable lie, a matter of indifference? 
Will God accept, or is he honored by services which are purchased at such 
a price ?” 


The speaker might have added to this testimony indefinitely ; and he was 
perfectly safe in pledging more, when the above shall be “ confuted.” Even 
the year in which our Savior was born, “has not hitherto been fixed with 
certainty, notwithstanding the deep and laborious researches of the learned 
on that matter. There is nothing surprising in this, when we consider that 
the first Christians labored under the same difficulties, and were divided in 
their opinions, concerning the time of Christ's birth. That which appears 
most probable, is, that it happened about a year and six months before the 
death of Herod, in the year of Rome 748, or 749.’"* Even those who first 


gerne 
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began to celebrate the Christmas festival, did not agree as to the time which 
it was intended to represent. ‘The Eastern Christians celebrated the 
memory of Christ's b'rth and baptism in one festival, which was fixed on the 
sixth of January, and this day was by them called Epiphany, as on it the 
immortal Savior was manifested to the world. On the other hand, the 

hristians of the West seem to have always celebrated the birth of our Lord 
on the 25th of December.’’t This disagreement among Christians in the 
fourth century, respecting the precise day, and even month, in which our 
Savior was born, is sufficient evidence, that the exact time of his birth could 
not then be determined. But if the exact time could not be determined then, 
there are certainly no data by which it can be determined now. 

The next position of the Lecture before me, is equally to the purpose, and 
equally in point. 


“ There is no warrant in the Bible for the observance of such a festival. 
The celebrated Doctor Donne, who in 1619 was elected Dean of St. Paul’s, 
London, in a discourse on this festival, is candid enough to admit that the 
scriptures record the celebration of but two birth-days, those of Pharoah and 
Herod, both of which were of heathen origin, and were attended with 
bloodshed and murder. 

“ Among all the Jewish festivals, or days of sacred service as instituted by 
God, there are no birth-day celebrations. The announcement of the birth or 
advent of the Savior, by the angels to the shepherds, was in the night; and 
the celebration of the event was confined to the angels. There was no 
festival and no services performed by the shepherds. The babe was found 
by them, wrapped in swaddling bands, lying in a manger—facts evidently 
designed of God to reprove all parade, and pomp, and feasting, as connected 
with the coming of the meek and lowly Jesus. The act of the angels was 
merely an official announcement, a sealing testimony to the fact. There is 
not a word, nor has any rational man ever pretended to the contrary, which 
warrants the observance of a Christmas festival. Scott, a rector in the 
established Church, in his remarks upon the passages in their place, says— 
<¢ Most happy for us,the hour in which we believe in Christ. Without such 
belief, we can have no reason to celebrate the nativity of Jesus with rejoicings ; 
for that event will but enhance the guilt and condemnation of unbelievers. And 
if real Christians deem it proper to commemorate it, at a season set apart for 
that purpose, they will not do it with bacchanalian revels, or luxurious feasting.” 
‘What a pointed and deserved reproof this, against such as, being impenitent, 
riot and sport in professed honor of Jesus Christ. Nay, what an argument 
against the observance of the day. The “ bacchanalian revels and luxurious 
feasting, “—what does Doctor Scott mean? whom does he reprove ? 


“Tn all this, there is not a syllable to sanction the festival called Christmas, 
but every thing to oppose it. It is a festival which has not the shadow of a 
warrant from the Bible. If there be proof to the contrary, let us have it.” 


After showing, in the third place, that “there is nothing in the observance 
of such a festival, which is not more emphatically signified in the divinely 
sanctioned sacrament of the Lord’s Supper: Mr. W. asks: » 

“Can Christ be honored by gratuitously adding to his ordinances? How 
far is the assumption of such a prerogative removed from what is dangerous 
and criminal? We call for light and for argument on such a momentous 


subject. If any one benefit is secured by such a feast, which is not and 
cannot be better secured by the regu'ar ordinances of the church, let us know 
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it, that we may find one instance in which the great Head of the Church 
has failed in wisdom and in justice. A child can see that if the Church 
may appoint and urge the observance of one ecclesiastical festival or rite, 
and by special attention seek te render it attractive to the gaze of an idle 
world, it may add another and another, until it becomes the mother of 
abominations. Here we tread on holy ground, and it becomes us to step 
surely and safely. God is not mocked. At any rate, there are some who 
remember what has been, and are afraid—they want light before they 
presume to run at random within the hallowed enclosure of Zion, and teach 
for doctrines the commandments of men.” 

It may be well to inquire, whether these remarks, which apply so forcibly 
and pertinently to the observance of Christmas, will not also apply to the 
multiplication of stated religious meetings: among Protestant Dissenters. 
Already have these holy-days increased in number, until they are beginning 
to render the exercises of social worship a mere formality, and, we have 
reason to believe, from this very circumstance, that vital religion is greatly 
going to decay. The multiplication of “ Monthly Concerts,” must naturally 
have this downward tendency, and if continued, eventually clog the churches 
with merely nominal devotion. We ulready have a concert for missionaries | 
a concert for colleges, a concert for Sabbath schools, and some other definite 
objects, beside many stated annual meetings, which it is deemed a kind of 
sacrilege to disregard. But, we should look at the history of the church, 
and learn her dangers; and who can say, that the same human devices and 
ordinances, which ensnared her once, may not be instrumental of ensnaring 
her now? 

The fourth reason urged, in the discourse before me, against the Christmas 
festival, is, that “it is attended with a fearful amount of reckless mirth and 
impious feasting.” 'The truth here stated, is illustrated chiefly by historical 
citations, which might, perhaps, with equal propriety, be applied to a New- 
England Thanksgiving; and indeed the evils of which the speaker complains, 
have always been 2 concomitant of such religious festivals. Says the faithful 
historian concerning those of ancient times, ‘“ These days, which were set 
apart for pious exercises, were squandered away in indolence, voluptuousness 
and criminal pursuits, and were less consecrated to the service of God, than 
employed in the indulgence of sinful passions.’’* 

Under this head, Mr. W. brings into view the superstition, and expensive, 
unnecessary parade, which usually accompany the observance of this Cath- 
olic and Episcopal holy-cay. The following extracts will show the light in 
which he has placed this part of the subject. 

“How many children have heard of the superstitious, and to some, 
unpardonable falsehood, of the cattle’s kneeling at twelve o'clock on Christmas 
eve. How many of the little ones, who are early taught conformity and some 
who are not, are told of Fairy Queen, who coming on this favored, sacred 
night, will leave instocking hung in chimney corner, or basket placed on shelf, 
her gifts of cake, or toys, or books! What is this but christianised superstition, 
the most base and criminal of all? Who does not know that the displays of 
evergreens, and of illuminations, and things innumerable, seem to fill the 
minds, especially of the young, and turn them to what is vain and external ? 
Is it said that all this is mere form, and is not designed as part of the honor 
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of the day, and in itself is nothing? But why waste so much time and 
expense in gathering and twining evergreens and flowers, and this for 
nothing? And why illuminate places of worship, and call in the multitude 
sto gape and gaze at nothing? Is this becoming the temp of the Lerd and 
the commemoration of the meek and lowly Jesus? Is it said that this is an 
uncharitable construction ?—then let us know what sacred meaning and holy 
use these things have. We wish for light, not the light of candles, but of 
truth, to dispel the darkness. True, it may be said that all the feasting, and 
dance, and song, and revelry, are an abuse of the day ; that its designis good, 
and that many of those who hallow the day, are opening their eyes to these 
perversions, and are opposing them. Grant it: and here is the very difficulty, 
the tendency to abuse, of things called sacred. If rites and feasts, good in 
design, are and will be abused, it is proof to demonstration that they should 
not be unwarrantably multiplied. The very fact that this festival is called 
religious, and is to honor Christ, is the fact of all others which militates 
against its observance. Under the pretense of honoring Christ, they eat, and 
drink, and sport, and feel above reproof or reproach, for it is Christmas, and 
what they do is for religion. 

“There is a sufiiciency of perversion andabuse of the ordinances which are 
of God, without adding to all this by self-imposed rites of man. The good 
secured by all human ordinances, as embedied in the rites and services, or canon 
law of Zion, is purchased at too dear arate. Who would dare endorse the 
bill of Christmas sins for the judgment day—we mean of sins specially 
occasioned by this unnecessary and unauthorized festival? Some few well 
meaning, godly persons, may be, and no doubt are, devout on that day; they 
draw near to God; but even with them the blessing is in the word and in the 
ordinance of the Supper, all of which they have without this feast. Where 
few or many are benefited, and made more holy, and less conformed to the 
world; multitudes, there is reason to fear, are hardened and hurried on in 
sin. We know that this is a melancholy comment upon human nature, but 
so it is; facts, abundant and lamentable, and which need not be disclosed, 

If men will not regard the institutions of God, much less' will 


’ 


proclaim it. 
they reverence the ordinances of men.’ 

The fifth and last general head of this discourse, treats of the Christmas 
festival as of Popish origin, and shows, that it strictly belongs to the Catho- 
lic ritual, though its observance was commenced bevore “ Boniface III., in 
606, first assumed the title of Universal Bishop.”” My limits will not admit 
of giving further extracts; but the above quotations will show the general 
drift of the discourse. The mere circumstance, however, that the Christmas 
festival is of Catholic origin, cannot be of very much weight. A great 
practical error is no worse, certainly, for being of Catholic origin, and no 
better for having sprung from either Protestants, or Dissenters; and the 
arguments, which precede the fifth, are such as ought to convince the candid, 
even though the practice had been introduced in Protestant days, and by 
the most Puritanical churches. 

The conclusion of this discourse contains many pertinent remarks, and, 
on the whole, may be considered as a powerful appeal to Protestants of every 
class, in favor of the purity and simplicity of primitive Christian worship and 
ordinances. 

Let not the reader suppose, from the foregoing remarks, that the Lecture, 
which I have made the subject of review, has no defects. Several things 
might be pointed out, in which the author, should he have occasion to revise 
it, for a second edition, would doubtless discover and improve. The intro- 
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duction is too lofg, and contains too much of needless apology, for the 
discussion of so important a subject. The language is, in a few instances, 
rather harsh, where milder expressions would have better answered the 
design of the speaker, and been more likely to ‘break the bone.” The 
style, though generally chaste and elevated, in some parts of the discourse 
descends quite too low for the dignity and seriousness of the subject and the 
occasion. In the use of figures, perhaps, it does not become me to criticise ; 
but really, a “tremendous avalanche of innovation,’* so overwhelms my 
feeble powers, that I am wholly unable to discern its aptitude. 

In justice to the writer, I subjoin his preface. It is serious, weighty, 
»important ; and, in few words, comprises what might properly be swelled to 
2, . . 

“a volume, and applied to the present state of the American churches. 

“The following remarks on the Christmas Festival, were composed, and are 
published, under a deep and sincere dread of the evils which flow from 
secularising the rites and services of the church of Christ. 

“ From what is known of the past, and what is so fearfully threatening in 
the present, the author is constrained to exercise no sympathy, and hold no 
compromise with such inventions of man as serve to render Zion externally 
and formally imposing, and this at the expense of her internal purity 
and strength. 

‘* Having but one object—the glory of God and the advancement of gospel 
simplicity—he has endeavored to express himself without ambiguity, without 
partiality, and without fear or reserve. 

“The remarks are designed for no special locality, but for the prayerful 
consideration of all, of every name and sect. Should his motives be misap- 
prehended, and his language misinterpreted, he can only say, that both will 
be understood when reader and writer meet at the tribunal of God.” 





* Anti-Sravery Recorp.”’—This isa beautiful and interesting little work, 
published monthly in 12 mo. form, by the American Anti-Slavery Society. 
The following notice, upon the cover, will show the terms upon which it is 
issued, 


“It is important that the friends of the American Anti-Slavery Society 
should understand that this periodical is not designed to be supported by 
subscription. It will be sent to those who pay 12 1-2 cents a month to the 
funds of the society, in packages directed to the collecting agents. Any 
person will confer a favor on the society by conducting promptly and 
efficiently such an agency. It will also be sold at the office at the low price 
of $1,50 per hundred copies, and to any person forwarding the money, free 
of postage, a package of not less than 100 copies will be sent according to 
direction. No quantity less than one hundred can be forwarded regularly by 
mail or otherwise at that price. 

“Will not every Anti-Slavery association resolve to cultivate the field 
around it, by placing one every month in every family where there is reason 
to believe it will be read; provided of course, that the family will receive it ?”’ 





Sienirication or “ V. D. M.”—As some readers of the Telegraph have 
been curious to learn the signification of this abreviation, it is deemed proper, 
to remark, that the letters stand for Verdi Dei Minister ; or MinisTER OF THE 
Worpv or Gop. This designation, applied to an ambassador of Christ, is 
appropriate. The title, Reverend, as applied to ministers, is of Popish origin. 
In the Bib'e it is applied only to the Supreme Being.—“ Holy and reverend 
is his name-’—Pesalm cxi. 9. 
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